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SPECIAL ORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 7, 2003, and under a previous order 
of the House, the following Members 
will be recognized for 5 minutes each. 

f 

REGARDING MILITARY 
INTERVENTION IN IRAQ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. BROWN) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, 
about a century and a half ago, a little 
longer than that, the House of Rep-
resentatives passed a rule banning, pro-
hibiting the discussion of slavery in 
the U.S. House of Representatives. In 
those days John Quincy Adams, former 
President, was a Member of the House 
of Representatives and while he was 
banned, was prohibited from discussing 
slavery, former President Adams, Con-
gressman Adams as an abolitionist be-
lieved that slavery was the biggest blot 
on our Nation’s history and wanted to 
remove that. He came to the House 
floor day after day, week after week, 
and because he could not talk directly 
about slavery, he read letters from his 
constituents in Massachusetts express-
ing their concern about slavery. 

Along those lines, this Congress 
today, my friends in the majority, will 
not allow us to debate the issue of the 
President’s perhaps not telling the 
whole truth about his decision to at-
tack Iraq. We have gotten literally 
hundreds of thousands of signatures in 
this body, petitions stating that Con-
gress should support an independent 
commission to investigate the Bush ad-
ministration’s distortion of evidence of 
Iraq’s weapons of mass destruction pro-
gram. 

I would like to share some of those 
literally thousands of letters from my 
State that have come with those peti-
tions asking this Congress to inves-
tigate. 

From Delaware, Ohio: 
‘‘I opposed the war in Iraq from the 

beginning, convinced there were other 
ways to working towards regime 
change, and I’m convinced that Sad-
dam Hussein had more dangerous weap-
ons secreted away than did many other 
national dictators. Now it seems pos-
sible the American public was duped by 
the Bush administration.’’

From Dayton, Ohio: 
‘‘I am concerned that the public was 

not fully informed about the intel-
ligence used to urge us to support 
going to war in Iraq. I’m particularly 
distressed that we didn’t try harder to 
get United Nations support and that 
occupation plans were poorly formu-
lated. If we had full intelligence about 
weapons of mass destruction in Iraq, 
we might have been able to make a 
more reasoned decision.’’

I am hearing letter after letter now 
coming into my office, people con-
cerned, people especially upset as the 

President announced this week that we 
are going to spend $60 to $70 billion in 
Iraq, we are now spending $1 billion a 
week of U.S. taxpayer dollars, dollars 
we are not spending to reconstruct 
America’s schools, dollars we are not 
spending on highways, in mass transit 
and infrastructure, dollars we are not 
spending on prescription drug benefits, 
dollars we are not spending to give tax 
breaks to the middle class. We are 
spending $1 billion a week in Iraq. 

But to make that even worse, my 
constituents tell me, and I hear people 
especially upset, is one-third of those 
dollars, those billion dollars a week, 
are going to private contractors, com-
panies like Halliburton, happens to be 
a company on which Vice President 
CHENEY is still on the payroll. Halli-
burton still pays Vice President CHE-
NEY $15,000 a month. They are getting 
billions of dollars in unbid contracts of 
our tax dollars as President Bush and 
our country continue the occupation of 
Iraq. A billion dollars a week we are 
spending in Iraq, a third of that goes to 
unbid contracts, mostly to the Presi-
dent’s friends. Is it any surprise the 
President can raise $200 million in his 
campaign when he is giving unbid con-
tracts to his friends of literally hun-
dreds of millions of dollars every single 
week? 

Another letter comes from a gen-
tleman in Ohio also who writes: 

‘‘It’s very important that this admin-
istration be held to the same standards 
of scrutiny and accountability as any 
other. This investigation is a congres-
sional obligation, not simply a discre-
tionary option. I urge you to support 
the vote for establishing a commis-
sion.’’

b 1545 
Another letter from Ohio: ‘‘Please co-

sponsor H.R. 260 and open up the hear-
ings to the public. If the hearings are 
closed, it will send a loud message that 
Congress doesn’t care about the truth 
that our Representatives want to hide 
foreign policy from the whole world, 
including the American citizens.’’

Another letter: ‘‘As a Vietnam vet-
eran, I demand an investigation. Our 
children should not be expendable for 
political or financial gain.’’

These letters, as I said, continue to 
show concern and in some cases out-
rage that we are spending $1 billion a 
week in Iraq with $300 million of that 
going to unbid contracts to private 
contractors, many of whom are major 
contributors to the President. 

From Kent, Ohio: ‘‘I am appalled by 
the continuing arrogance of the admin-
istration and its deceptive practices. 
Please call a commission to make 
them accountable for the killing of 
Americans in Iraq that I fear has only 
begun.’’

Mr. Speaker, it goes on and on and 
on, from thousands of concerned citi-
zens, literally hundreds of thousands, 
across the country.

f 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

CARTER). Under a previous order of the 

House, the gentleman from Indiana 
(Mr. BURTON) is recognized for 5 min-
utes. 

(Mr. BURTON of Indiana addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.)

f 

ADMINISTRATION STACKING DECK 
AGAINST AMERICAN STEEL-
WORKERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Ohio (Mr. RYAN) is recog-
nized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. RYAN of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today on behalf of hundreds of 
thousands of steelworkers, not only in 
the great State of Ohio, but across this 
country, many from my district. These 
times for the steelworkers have been 
made even worse by an administration 
that has really stacked the deck 
against them. We have suffered the 
worst job loss record since the Great 
Depression. Nine million Americans 
are unable to find a job, 3 million have 
lost their jobs since President Bush has 
taken office, and 195,000 of those live in 
the great State of Ohio. 

In particular, the steelworkers, many 
men and women across the industrial 
Midwest who have given their lives, in 
many instances their limbs, to feed 
their families and make sure their kids 
can have a better life than they had. 
Twenty-six steel companies have gone 
bankrupt. 

I found it very interesting the other 
day that the President of the United 
States made his way into Ohio in an 
election year to talk about manufac-
turing, and he made his way through 
the gated communities of the State of 
Ohio. As his motorcade rode through, 
he landed in Richfield, Ohio, one of the 
wealthiest suburbs in the State, to talk 
about the decline in manufacturing. He 
did not go to Youngstown, he did not 
go to Cleveland, he did not go to To-
ledo, he did not go to Mansfield. He 
went to the suburbs. 

It is time we have a manufacturing 
policy in this country again. We sign 
trade agreements that continue to send 
our jobs, once to Mexico, and now they 
are leaving Mexico and they are going 
to China. 

One quick story. Before the break, at 
the end of July, we passed two trade 
agreements, two new ones, two new 
NAFTAs, one with Chile, one with 
Singapore. We want to export more. No 
labor standards, no environmental 
standards. 

We had many Members of this Cham-
ber come before us and indicate how 
great these free trade agreements are, 
how they were going to make America 
stronger, that we have free trade, we 
have this free exchange of goods, it is 
great for everybody, it lowers the price 
for the consumers. 

Later that night, early into the next 
morning, we tried to pass a drug re-
importation bill. We basically wanted 
to free-trade pharmaceuticals to drive 
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the price down. The same people who 
were advocating the free trade of tex-
tiles and cars and steel and everything 
else were the same people that were 
saying we cannot be free-trading phar-
maceuticals. 

The only direct link for that position 
is where are you getting your cam-
paign contributions. If you are for free 
trade of textiles, you can raise a lot of 
money. If you are for protectionism for 
pharmaceuticals, you can raise a lot of 
money. 

Which brings us to the issue of health 
care. There are 41 million uninsured in 
this country. Eighty-two percent of the 
41 million are from working families, 
industrial unions, people who go to 
work and work hard every day. And on 
every contract that they try to nego-
tiate is the issue of health care costs, 
premiums, copays, prescription drugs 
going up by 15 percent, skyrocketing. 
Premiums increased by 12.7 percent in 
2002 compared with 0.8 percent in 1996. 

Mr. Speaker, we are not going to win 
this battle with money. It is going to 
take us uniting together, like we did in 
the past century, voter by voter by 
voter, if we want a policy in this coun-
try that advocates for the poor, that 
advocates for the middle class and that 
tells the pharmaceutical companies 
that have been the most profitable in-
dustry in this country in the last 10 
years, that you cannot get money from 
the government to begin your research 
and development, public money, and 
then stick it to the consumer on the 
back end with inflated drug prices. 

We need the unions of this country, 
the steelworkers of this country to 
unite again in an energized effort to 
take this country back so it is not who 
has the money gets the proper legisla-
tion; it ends up with who got the votes 
gets what this country not only needs, 
but really deserves.

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. MCCOTTER) 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. MCCOTTER addressed the 
House. His remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. LEE) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Ms. LEE addressed the House. Her 
remarks will appear hereafter in the 
Extensions of Remarks.)

f 

PAPER MONEY AND TYRANNY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-

uary 7, 2003, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. PAUL) is recognized for 60 minutes 
as the designee of the majority leader. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, earlier we 
heard some concern expressed for jobs 
leaving this country. If one is con-
cerned about that, maybe it would be 
advantageous to listen to what I say, 
because I will try to give an expla-
nation for exactly the reason why 
those jobs leave. 

My Special Order today is entitled 
‘‘Paper Money and Tyranny.’’

Mr. Speaker, all great republics 
throughout history cherished sound 
money. This meant the monetary unit 
was a commodity of honest weight and 
purity. When money was sound, civili-
zations were found to be more pros-
perous and freedom thrived. The less 
free a society becomes, the greater the 
likelihood its money is being debased 
and the economic well-being of its citi-
zens diminished. 

Alan Greenspan, years before he be-
came Federal Reserve Board Chairman 
in charge of flagrantly debasing the 
U.S. dollar, wrote about this connec-
tion between sound money, prosperity 
and freedom. 

In his article ‘‘Gold and Economic 
Freedom’’ in 1966, Mr. Greenspan starts 
by saying, ‘‘An almost hysterical an-
tagonism toward the gold standard is 
an issue that unites status of all per-
suasions. They seem to sense that gold 
and economic freedom are insepa-
rable.’’

Further he states that under the gold 
standard, ‘‘a free banking system 
stands as the protector of an econo-
my’s stability and balanced growth.’’

Astoundingly, Mr. Greenspan’s anal-
ysis of the 1929 market crash and how 
the Fed precipitated the crisis directly 
parallels current conditions we are ex-
periencing under his management of 
the Fed. Greenspan explains, ‘‘The ex-
cess credit which the Fed pumped into 
the economy spilled over into the stock 
market, triggering a fantastic specula-
tive boom, and by 1929 the speculative 
imbalances had become overwhelming 
and unmanageable by the Fed.’’

Greenspan concluded his article by 
stating, ‘‘In the absence of the gold 
standard, there is no way to protect 
savings from confiscation through in-
flation.’’ He explains that the ‘‘shabby 
secret of the proponents of big govern-
ment and paper money is that deficit 
spending is simply nothing more than a 
scheme for the hidden confiscation of 
wealth.’’

Yet here we are today with a purely 
fiat monetary system managed almost 
exclusively by Mr. Greenspan who once 
so correctly denounced the Fed’s role 
in the Depression while recognizing the 
need for sound money. 

The founders of this country and a 
large majority of the American people 
up until the 1930s disdained paper 
money, respected commodity money 
and disapproved of the Central Bank’s 
monopoly control of money creation 
and interest rates. Ironically, it was 
the abuse of the gold standard, the 

Fed’s credit-creating habits of the 1920s 
and its subsequent mischief in the 
1930s, that not only gave us the Great 
Depression, but also prolonged it. Yet 
sound money was blamed for all the 
suffering. That is why people hardly 
objected when Roosevelt and his status 
friends confiscated gold and radically 
debased the currency, ushering in the 
age of worldwide fiat currencies with 
which the international community 
struggles today. 

If honest money and freedom are in-
separable, as Mr. Greenspan argues, 
and paper money leads to tyranny, one 
must wonder why it is so popular with 
the economists, the business commu-
nity, bankers and our government offi-
cials. The simplest explanation is that 
it is a human trait to always seek the 
comforts of wealth with the least 
amount of effort. 

This desire is quite positive when it 
inspires hard work and innovation in a 
capitalist society. Productivity is im-
proved and the standard of living goes 
up for everyone. This process has per-
mitted the poorest in today’s capitalist 
countries to enjoy luxuries never avail-
able to the royalty of old. But this 
human trait of seeking wealth and 
comfort with the least amount of effort 
is often abused. It leads some to believe 
that by certain monetary manipula-
tions, wealth can be made more avail-
able to everyone. 

Those who believe in fiat money 
often believe wealth can be created 
without a commensurate amount of 
hard work and innovation. They also 
come to believe that savings and mar-
ket control of interest rates are not 
only unnecessary, but actually hinder 
a productive, growing economy. 

Concern for liberty is replaced by the 
illusion that material benefits can be 
more easily obtained with fiat money 
than through hard work and ingenuity. 
The perceived benefits soon become of 
greater concern for society than the 
preservation of liberty. 

This does not mean proponents of 
fiat money embark on a crusade to pro-
mote tyranny, though that is what it 
leads to, but rather they hope that 
they have found the ‘‘philosopher’s 
stone’’ and a modern alternative to the 
challenge of turning lead into gold. 

Our founders thoroughly understood 
this issue and warned us against the 
temptation to seek wealth and fortune 
without the work and savings that real 
prosperity requires. James Madison 
warned of ‘‘the pestilent effects of 
paper money,’’ as the founders had 
vivid memories the destructiveness of 
the continental dollar. 

George Mason of Virginia said that 
he had a ‘‘mortal hatred of paper 
money.’’

Constitutional Convention delegate 
Oliver Elseworth from Connecticut 
thought the convention ‘‘a favorable 
moment to shut and bar the door 
against paper money.’’

This view of the evils of paper money 
was shared by almost all of the dele-
gates to the convention and was the 

VerDate jul 14 2003 02:25 Sep 06, 2003 Jkt 019060 PO 00000 Frm 00053 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K05SE7.100 H05PT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-19T11:38:44-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




